Absolute numbers of lives saved and overdiagnosis in breast cancer screening, from a randomized trial and from the Breast Screening Programme in England (Duffy SW, Tabar L, Olsen AH, et al. J Med Screen 2010;17:25 -30) In the second sentence of the Materials and methods section of the above article, two numbers were accidentally transposed. The sentence should read: 'Briefly, 77,080 women aged 40-74 were allocated to invitation to periodic mammographic screening (active study population, ASP), and 55,985 to no invitation ( passive study population, PSP)'. The transposed numbers were a purely textual error. They did not figure in the analysis and so the results and conclusions of the study remain unchanged.
(Duffy SW, Tabar L, Olsen AH, et al. J Med Screen 2010; 17:25 -30) In the second sentence of the Materials and methods section of the above article, two numbers were accidentally transposed. The sentence should read: 'Briefly, 77,080 women aged 40-74 were allocated to invitation to periodic mammographic screening (active study population, ASP), and 55,985 to no invitation ( passive study population, PSP)'. The transposed numbers were a purely textual error. They did not figure in the analysis and so the results and conclusions of the study remain unchanged. DOI: 10.1258 DOI: 10. /jms.2010 Distribution of nuchal translucency in antenatal screening for Down's syndrome (Bestwick JP, Huttly WJ, Wald NJ. J Med Screen 2010;17:8-12) There was a formatting error in Table 2 of this paper. The two sets of truncation limits were incorrectly placed under the columns headed 'Down's syndrome pregnancies' and 'Unaffected pregnancies' in the section headed 'Estimates from present study'. The first set should be centred under 'Estimates from present study' and the second under 'Estimates from SURUSS'. The truncation limits apply to both Down's syndrome and unaffected pregnancies. The correct Table 2 is reproduced below. The authors are grateful to Glenn Palomaki for bringing this error to their attention. DOI: 10.1258 DOI: 10. /jms.2010 Endorsement by the primary care practitioner consistently improves participation in screening for colorectal cancer: a longitudinal analysis 
